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Unhappily, as we have just noted, M. Daladier still nour-
ished a slight mistrust of M. Mandel, which, however,
was weakening, and would have been overcome if the
fates had allowed enough time.
As for Daladier and Reynaud, I speedily lost the fugitive
hope that it might be possible for them to join in close,
sincere and effective alliance. I quickly realised that the
two had but one point in common : mutual antipathy,
a deep-seated physical and intellectual antipathy, so
marked that, when they could possibly avoid it, they
never spoke to one another. Each attributed the worst
intentions to the other, and one had only to recount to
the one the hostile utterances of the other, and reciprocally,
to be sure of touching a sensitive spot. While wishing to
do exactly the opposite I pressed disastrously upon it in
Reynaud's case. M. Daladier was convinced that M.
Reynaud was plotting to overthrow him, and M. Reynaud
swore that M. Daladier wanted to get rid of him. At
the stage I have reached in my narrative, M. Daladier
had just been told that M. Reynaud, his Finance
Minister, allowed defeatist remarks to be made in his
circle, that he was himself contaminated by them, and
had a hand in one, indeed, in several, anti-Government
plots.
A fortunate chance took me a few days later to M. Paul
Reynaud's office and, without wasting time in preliminaries,
I said to him in a tone half ironical, half serious : " Well,
how far have you got in your plot against the safety of
the State ? "
He burst out laughing.
" I've had an explanation with ' him.'   It's all right."
" They told me, as well, that you were no longer deter-
mined to see this business through, and that you were
sailing in defeatist waters."
He looked up and replied harshly: " If it's being
defeatist to criticise certain governmental methods, I am.
No, my dear friend, I'm not a defeatist. On the contrary,